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the existence of private property in land was admitted even more
unmistakably, especially in those parts of the country which never came
under the Muslim rule.
As regards the first two points therefore the ^Taxation Enquiry
Committee are unanimously of opinion that under both Hindu and
Muslim rule, the state never claimed the absolute or exclusive
ownership of the land and definitely recognized the existence of private
property in it.1 This view has more recently (1940) received support
from the Bengal Land Revenue Commilsion, who point out that the
state (at the time of the Permanent Settlement), although still regarded
theoretically in parts of India as the supreme owner of the land, has
never in practice claimed any actual proprietary rights in the soil. Its
claim has been limited to a share of the produce.2
During the period that intervened between the death of Aurangzeb
and the firm establishment of British rule in this country, provincial
governors and adventurers seem to have put forward all kinds or
extravagant claims. And the tendency to rack-rent, which was the
characteristic of this chaotic period, made people less and less inclined
to insist on the recognition of their private rights in land, their anxiety
being rather to secure for themselves the freedom of relinquishing the
land when they liked and thus escaping the revenue burden. The
state thus put forward claims of exclusive ownership which the people
did not care to contest. Therefore Baden-Powell is probably right
when he says : ' It is hardly possible that Mr James Grant, and Colonel
Munro and many others could have been mistaken about the fact that
in their time (that is, the time of the Permanent Settlement of Bengal)
all Governments did claim to be landowners/3
However, weighing the Jiistorical evidence for what it is worth,
we come to the conclusion that if we exclude the period of political
confusion and disorder which immediately preceded British rule, pri-
vate property in land was firmly established and acknowledged by the
rulers. Of course, we 'do not forget the fact that at no time was India
under a single undisputed ruler, and as the country was split up into
a number of small states each with its own history, we cannot assert
that in every case the tradition of private ownership was definitely
1 See also Briggs, Land Tax in India,  p.   127.
- Report of the Land Revenue  Commission,  Bengal, vol.   I,  par.  41.
3 The property right of the Crown in land is said to have been definitely asserted
by Tippu Sultan. On the other hand, Mountstuart Elphinstone reporting on the
mirasi tenure under the Marathas wrote as follows : e A large portion of the ryots are
the proprietors of their estates, subject to the payment of a fixed land tax to Govern-
ment ; their property is hereditary and saleable, and they are never dispossessed -while
they pay their tax, and even then they have for a long period (at least thirty years')
the right of reclaiming their estates on paying the dues of Government ' (Report on
the Territories Conquered jrom the Peshwas}.